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amo     ornate epics, Pra^an^ about the probable allegory. Professor Lassen has suggested that the latter portion of the epic is an allegory representing the early attempts of the Aryans to conquer South India. Professor Weber has suggested later that it signifies the spread of Aryan culture to the South particularly to Ceylon. These theories have no basis in the text of the Ramayana. Nothing is mentioned of the South except some hermitages existing there. This would be impossible if a conquest were meant to be allegorized. Secondly the fabulous beings like the monkey chieftains spoken of in the epic might be purely imaginary and need not necessarily be considered as personification or allegorical representation.
